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security. Even if that number had been substantiated, many of the named respondents, like my
clients, are small, local, family-owned businesses struggling to make ends meet in the wake of a
devastating economic crisis, and will not be able to contribute a small fraction of that amount.
Utility and Nest Equities are concerned for the future of their businesses in light of the financial
security demand in the Settlement Agreement on top of the demand that the Respondents pay
within 30 days $964,994.12 to USEPA for the Agency’s past costs, with the promise of accrued
interest on any unpaid amount beginning from the date of the USEPA letter that accompanied the
Settlement Agreement and Order. These are unreasonable requests and in any case, they are not
feasible for my clients.

There are ways that an agreement can be reached, but it will involve some discussion,
which will likely take us into the next fiscal year. We are willing to cooperate with USEPA and
the other PRPs to come up with a feasible approach that includes de minimis settlement
discussions at the beginning of the process. A more protracted cooperative approach may not be
what USEPA had in mind, but such an approach to settlement will likely be more productive
than the dead end direction the proposed Settlement Agreement is taking.

Finally, we support the comments submitted to USEPA by counsel for other
Respondents, and we are reserving our rights to provide further comments.
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